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Dear all, 
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We thank you again for all of you important contributions to the volume 112 Working Group! In 
the week since the online publication of the Lancet Oncology summary, several of you have 
raised important questions and issues that we address below. Don't hesitate with any additional 
questions or comments. 

My very best to you all, 

Kate 

1. Are the volume 112 evaluations "final"? 

Yes! You'll find all volume 112 evaluations now included in the list ofiARC monograph 
classifications: ~~~~=~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~_,_~ 

2. Has Monsanto written a letter to WHO regarding the glyphosate 2A evaluation? 

Yes. Monsanto has written to Madame Margaret Chan, Director-General. WHO will respond in 
writing to Monsanto. 
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3. Must I talk to the media regarding the evaluation? 

No. Aaron Blair (thank you!) has been the primary WG point of contact for the media. This 
does not prevent you from responding to media requests if you wish, but don't hesitate to direct 
them to IARC or Aaron (sorry Aaron!). We ask, as you always do, to accurately represent the 
decisions of the WG. 

Note that, in our opinion, the scientific support and merit for the evaluation is not a matter to be 
decided by a "debate" in the media. In fact, the scientific part of the "debate" has ended. A 
decision has already been taken by you, the international Working Group of top world experts 
screened for conflict of interest, based on a comprehensive review of the available scientific 
evidence. 

4. What if interested parties contact me? 

You are not obliged to respond. However, we would appreciate if you would notify us, should 
this occur. 

5. What is the response of the IARC-WHO? 

The IARC-WHO stands behind the consensus decisions of the international Working Group. 
WHO twitter feed is active; IARC staff and communications have been conducting interviews 

and responding to media queries. The below text provides a brief summary of the main talking 
points. We also recommend this news article from Le 
11onde:==~~~~~~========~~~~=~~~~~~c~~~-~~==~~~~==~~~ 
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This message and its attachments are strictly confidential. If you are not 
the intended recipient of this message, please immediately notify the sender 
and delete it. Since its integrity cannot be guaranteed, its content cannot 
involve the sender's responsibility. Any misuse, any disclosure or publication 
of its content, either whole or partial, is prohibited, exception made of 
formally approved use. 
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